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September 21, 1976
AOR 1975-24a

Mr. James P. Buchele

Administrative Assistant to. the

Honorable Martha Keys

Bouse of Representatives J :
washington, D.C. 20515 . R

Dear Mr. Buchele: o '.::

By letter of March 31, 1976, the General Counsel of
the Commission indicated to you the desirability of
temporarily closing our file on your request for an
opinion concerning the use of excess campaign funds and
the operation of an office account.

On August 3, 1976, the Commission transmitted to the
Congress proposed regulations implementing 2 U.S.C. §439a,
as well as other provisions of the Federal Election Campaign
ket of 1971, as amended. A copy of the proposed office
account reqgulation is enclosed £6r your convenience. (See
Part 113 at page 35955 of the Federal Register reprint.)
In view of this propnosed regulation and 2 U.S.C. §437f, as
modified by the 1976 Amendnments, which requires the Commis~
sion to state rules of general applicability in the form of
nroposed regulations rather than through the advisory opinion

process, it appears that no further action is needed on your
recuest,

IS vhnon the “rolosced revulaticns .2y be prescribed by
the cOnnission in final form under 2 U.S.C. §438(c), vou
still desire an interprectation of the armplication of that
reculation to your situation, you may of course subnmit a
recuest for an advisory orinion. Thank you for your
continued cooperation and understanding of the circumstances
which precluded issuance of an advisory opinion in response
to your original reguest.

Sincerely vours,

N. Bradley Litchfield
Enclosure Assistant General Counsal
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September 21, 1976

AOR 1975-24b

Mr. R. L. Phinney, Chairman

J. J. Pickle Political Trust Fund
1907 FExposition Boulevard
Austin, Texas 78703

~

Dear Mr. Phinney:

By letter of March 31, 1976, the General Counsel
of the Commission indicated to you the desirability of
temporarily closing our file on your request for an
opinion concerning the use of excess camgaion funds
and the operation of an office account.

On August 3, 1976, the Commission transmitted to
the Concress proposed regulations implementing 2 U.S.C.
§€439a, as well as other provisions of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of
the preoposeéd office account reculation is encloseé for
your convenience. (See Part 113 at mage 35955 of
the Feceral Fecister regzrint.) 1In view of this gFrovosed
reculaticn and 2 U.S. C. §437f, as modified by the 1976
nnendnents, which regquires the Commission to state rules
of ceneral anplicability in the form of proposed
ragulations rather than thrcugh the agv1sory opinion
process, it appears that no further action is needed
on yYour reqgucst.

If when the proposedé requlation may be prescribed

bv the Ccimission in final form under 2 U.S.C. §438(c) .,
sou 3t3111 desire an interpretation of tihe znnlication

0f that reocoulaztion to vour s*tuat1oﬁ, you ray of course
sub=it & recguest for an acv;sory ozpinion. Thank wvou for
your continued cooperation and understanding of the
circumstances which precluded issvance of an advisory
oninion in raesponse to vour original recuest.

Sincearely vours,

v\
Exnclosure [8/25/76 FR reprint]
N. Dracdley Litchfield
stant Ganeral Counsel



September 21, 1976
AOR 1975-24c

Honorable Christopher J. Dodd
House of Reprusentatives
Washincton, D. C. 20515

Dear Mr. Dodd:

By letter of March 30, 1976, the General Counsel of
the Commicsion incdicated to vou the desirability of
temporarily closing our file on your request for an
opinion concerning the use-of excess campaign funds and
the operation of an office account.

" On Rugust 3, 1976, the Comminsion transrmitted to the
Congress proposed regulations implementing 2 U.S.C.
6439%a, as well as other provisions of the Federal
Election Campaicn ~ct of 1971, as amended. A cony of
the proposed office account regulation is ¢nclesed for
your convenience. (See Fart 113 at pace 25955 of the
Feceral rerﬂgher reprint., ) In view of this prozesed
recwiaticn and 2 U.S.C. §437f, as modified by the 1276
~menérnents, which Lequmres the Cormmicssion to state rules

of gencral applicability in the form of proposed regulations

rather than through the advxsory opinion process, it
anpears that no further action is nedded on your recuest.

If when the iLrspoesed regulation ray le prescribed by
the Corvission in firal form under 2 U.S.C. §438(c), you
still dcesire an interpretation of the application of that
reculatien to your situation, you may of course subnit a
reguest for an advisory opinion. Thank vou for your

continved COO?&r"tiOﬂ ané uncéerstanding of the circumsitances

which nrecluced icsuance of an acvisory opinion in response
to wvour oricinal L_UDSt.

Sincerely vours,

/S)

M. bradley Litchfield

Enclosure nssistant Gerneral Counsel

I8/25/76 FR reprint}
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September 21, 1976
AOR 1975-24d ' 5y

Fr. Grant Shimizu
724 ‘tliorth First Street
San Jose, California 95112

Dcar Mr. Shimizu:

BY letter of March 31, 1976, the General Counsel of
the Conrmission indicated to you the desirabiiity of
temporarily closing our file on your reguest for an
opinion concerrning the use of excess campaicn funés and
the operation of an office account,

On Rugust 3, 1976, the Commission tranrmitted to
the Congress proposed regulations implementing 2 U.S.C.
§439a, as well as other provisions of the Fezderal Election
Campaign Act of 1971,.as amended. 2 copy oI the proposed
office account reculation is enclcsed for vcur convenience.
(fee Tart 113 at page 35955 of thec Fede *al_::giigpr reprint.)
Irn view of this erJODGd reculation and 2 US.C. G437f,
as modifiecd Ly the 1976 Amendcrents, which recuires the
Corenriession to state rules of ¢eneral applicrbility in the
form of proposeé regulations rather than th-ough the
aCvisory opinion process, it apmears that nc further
action is nceded¢ on vour recuest.

If when the prOﬂased reculation ray be »rescribed
by the Cormission in final form under 2 U.S.C. £438(c),
you still desire an interpretation of the zpplication
of that reculation to your situation, vou may of course
submit a regucst for an advisory oninion. Thank you for
your continued coopcratio ané unerstandinc of the
circumstances vhich rrecluded issuence of an acdvisory
orinion in response to your orininal regucst

finterely wours,

]

N, Bradley Litcnfield
Cnclosure [8/25/76 FR reprint) Assistant Goreral Counsel
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~ AOR 1975-24e

[8/25/76 FR reprint]

September 21,

Mr. Harold A. Haddon

Attorney for Senator Gary Hart
2878 S. Oakland Circle, East
Cenver, Colorado 30232

pear Mr. !Hadéon: .-

By letter of March 31, 1976, the Gzneral Counsel
of the Commission indicated to you the desirability of
temporarily closing our file on your recuest for an
opinion concerning the use of excess campaign funds and
the operation of an office account.

On Aucust 3, 1976, the Commission transmitted to
the Conagress proposed regulations implerenting 2 U.S.C.
§43%a, as well as other provisions of the Federal Election
Carpaicn Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the proposed
office account regulation is enclosed for your convenience.
(fca Part 113 at page 35955 of the Federal Pecister reprint.)
In view of this proposed regulation and 2 ULELET “§437f,
as rmadified by the 1976 Anendnents, vhich requires the
Comnission to state rules of general applicability in the
forin of propcsed regulations rather than through the
acvisory opinion process, it appears that no further
acticn is nceded on your raguest.

I when the proposed reculation may be prescribed
by the Comnmission in final form under 2 U.S.C. §5438(c),
you &till desire an interpretation of the application of
“hmat reculation to your situation, vou may of course
sutmit a rezquest for an advisory opinion. Thank you for
your continued c;cperation ané understanding of the cir-

~ntances which precluded issutance of an advisory opinion

noresponse to \our original reguest.

fincerely vours,

15/

Enclosure . Bradley Litchfield
()

Assistant Cencral Counsel
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September 21, 1976 .

AOR 1975-24f

KHonorable Strom Thurmond
United@ States Senate
tashington, D. C. 20510

Dear Senator Thurmond:

By letter of March 31, 1976, the General Counsel
of the Commission indicated@ to you the desirability of
terporarily closing our file on your request for an
orinion concerning the use of excess campaign funds and
the opecration of an office accrunt.

On August 3, 1976, the Commission transmitted to
the Congress proposed regulations implementing 2 U.S.C.
§439%9a, as well as other provisions of the rederal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of
the proposed office account regulation is enclosed for
vour ccrnvenience. (See Part 113 at page 25955 of the
Feceral Reaister reprint.) In view of this proposed
reculation and 2 U.S.C. §437f, as modified Ly the 1976
/owenarents, which reauires the Cormmission to state rules
of gereral applicability in the form of proposed
reculaticns rather than throuch the advisory opinion
rocess, it appnears that no further action is neeéed on
your recuest.

o 1

If when the pronosed reunlation ray he prescribed
by the Commission in final form under 2 U.S.C. §438(c),
you still desire an interpretaticn of the arplication
of that regulation to veur situation, you rray of course
sutymit a2 reauest for an advisory opinion. Thank you
for wvour continued cooperation and unders:tanding of
the circwrstances which preclucded issuance of an advisory
orinion in response to your oricinal reguest.

Sincerely yours,

(514

Enclosure [8/25/76 FR reprint] N. Bradley Liichfielg
‘ Assistant Fineral Counsel
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AOR 1975-24g

Mr. Thomas B. Wilson, Treasurer

Dodd for Congress Committee

c/0 Suisman, Shapiro, Wool & Brennan
Poguonnock Road

Connecticut 06340

1028
Groton,

Dear Mr.

-

advisory orinion
action is rceded

tnclosu

Septembef 21, 1976.

Wilson:

By letter of March 31, 1976, the General Counsel of
the Comnission incdicated to you the desirability of
temporarily closing our file on your recuest for an
opinion concerning the use of oxcess campaign funés and
the operation of an office account.

On August 3, 1976, the Commission transmitted to
the Congress proposed regulations implementing 2 U.S.C.
§43%a, as well as other provisions of the Federal Election
Carp.aicgn Act of 1971, as amenced.
office account reculation is enclosedé for vour convenience.
(Sce Part 113 at pace 35955 of the Federal Recister reprint.)
In view of this proposed regulation and 2 U.S.C. §437f,
as modified by the 1976 Amend:.ents, which requires the
Commission to state rules of ceneral &pplicability in
the form of proposed regulaticns rather than throuch the
process, it appears that no further
on your recucst.

h copy of the jpropcsed

If when the promesed reculation o
by the Comnission in final fo:rm under 2 U.
vou still desire an interpre:

that re

prescribed
§438(c),
cation of
y of course

ank you for

“ion of
ation to your situation, vou
submit a recuest for an advisory opirion.
your continued cooperation ané understanding of the
circurstances which precludec issuance of an advisory
opinion in response to your original recuest.

Sincerely vours,

§/25 76 FR reprint
e [6/25/ P : gradley Litchfield
§W§$§5ant General Counsel



